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could not yet make up their minds and wanted time. Hakim Saheb,
however, gave me his full support. About this time the Khilafat
Conference was being held in Meerut, so Gandhiji and I proceeded
from Delhi to Meerut, and the non-co-operation programme was
placed before the public for the first time at this conference. The
second Khilafat Conference was thereafter held towards the end
of February in Calcutta under my presidentship, and I recom-
mended in my address the same programme of non-co-operation
for the acceptance of the Muslims."
The Khilafat question came more and more to the fore. Lloyd
George's reply to the Khilafat deputation led by Mahomed AH on
March 17 angered the Muslims. He stated that while Turkey was
to be allowed to exercise temporal sway over Turkish lands, she was
not to be permitted to retain those lands which were not Turkish.
This struck at the root of the Khilafat sentiment in India. March 19
was fixed as a day of national mourning—a day of fasting and prayer
and general hartal.
Gandhi's plan of action was clearly embodied in his historic
statement dated March 10:
"The Khilafat has now become a question of questions. . .Now a
word as to what may be done if the demands are not granted. The
barbarous method is warfare, open or secret. This must be ruled out,
if only because it is impracticable. If I could but persuade every one
that it is always bad, we should gain all lawful ends much quicker.
The power that an individual or a nation forswearing violence can
generate, is a power that is irresistible. But my argument today
against violence is based upon pure expediency, its utter futility.
Non-co-operation is, therefore, the only remedy left open to us. It is
the clearest remedy, as it is the most effective, when it is absolutely
free from all violence. It becomes a duty when co-operation means
degradation or humiliation, or an injury to one's cherished religious
sentiment. England cannot expect a meek submission by us to an
unjust usurpation of rights which to Muslims mean a matter of life
and death. We may, therefore, begin at the top as well as the bottom.
Those who are holding offices of honour or emoluments ought to
give them up. Those who belong to the menial services under
Government should do likewise. Non-co-operation does not apply to
service under private individuals. I cannot approve of the threat of
ostracism agairlst those who do not want to adopt the remedy of

